STATE OF MICHIGAN

IN THE SUPREME COURT
COMPLAINT AGAINST:
Hon. Beverley Nettles-Nickerson Docket No.
30™ Circuit Court Formal Complaint No. 81

Veterans Memorial Courthouse
313 W, Kalamazoo St.

P.O. Box 40771

Lansing, M1 48901

PETITION FOR INTERIM SUSPENSION

Pursuant to MCR 9.219, the Michigan Judicial Tenure Commission (“JTC”),
by its Executive Director and General Counsel, Paul J. Fischer, requests this Court
to order the immediate interim suspension of Hon. Beverley Nettles-Nickerson
(“Respondent”), currently a Judge of the 30" Circuit Court in Lansing, Michigan.
In support of this petition, the Commission states as follows:

L. Contemporaneous with the filing of this Petition for Interim
Suspension, the Commission is filing Formal Complaint No. 81 against the
Respondent, which 1s incorporated by reference. (Attachment 1)

2. Respondent served on the 54A District Court between 1990 and 2002.

She has served on the 30™ Circuit Court from 2003 to the present.



3. Respondent committed perjury during her divorce hearing, and she

has a documented history of making false statements or soliciting false statements

by others. This 1s illustrated by, but not limited to, the following:

(a)

(b)

(©)

In August, 2005, Respondent filed for divorce in Kent County
premised on a claim that her then-husband, Daniel Nickerson,
Jr., had resided in Kent County for at least 10 days immediately
prior to Respondent filing for divorce.! In a sworn statement
before the Tenure Commission, Mr. Nickerson stated that he
had stayed with his mother briefly in Grand Rapids in May and
June, 2005, and then returned to the marital home in Ingham
County, where Respondent was then residing.> Respondent did
not file for divorce in Kent County until August, 2005, well
after Mr. Nickerson returned to the marital home. In fact, Mr,
Nickerson was residing in the marital home at that time, and
Respondent knew it. Respondent clearly perpetrated a fraud on
the court to obtain a divorce in Kent County.”

In December, 2005, Respondent became involved in a dispute
with Chief Judge William Collette over Respondent’s failure to
allow timely lunch hours for her court reporter, Jean Ann
Hamlin, as required by union contract. After Chief Judge
Collette advised Respondent she had to follow terms of the
union contract, Respondent twice directed Ms. Hamlin to send
letters to Judge Collette indicating Respondent’s practices were
in conformance with the union contract, even though that was
not true.* After Ms. Hamlin sent letters deemed unsatisfactory
by Respondent, Respondent suggested Ms. Hamlin work for
another judge. Ms. Hamlin transferred.

On January 26, 2007, Respondent called a press conference in
her courtroom to which members of the news media had been

' A copy of the complaint for divorce is appended as Attachment 2.

* A partial transcript of Daniel Nickerson’s testimony is appended as Attachment 3.

* A transcript of the June 16, 2006 Motion to Enter Judgment, in which Respondent re-affirmed the accuracy of
allegations in the complaint, including the residence of her husband in Kent County, is appended as Attachment 4,

* Ms. Hamlin’s affidavit is appended as Attachment 5.



invited and were in attendance. During the press conference,
Respondent falsely accused the Hon. William Collette, 30
Circuit Court Administrator David Easterday and James
Hughes, Region II Administrator for SCAO, among others, of
advocating the termination or transfer of her court reporter,
Dorothy Dungy. Respondent also falsely accused Judge
Collette and Mr. Hughes of filing grievances against
Respondent with the Judicial Tenure Commission.’

(d) On September 8, 2005, Respondent ignored MCR 2.502 and
improperly dismissed Jones v City of Lansing, Case No. 04-
1322-CZ, for lack of progress. The case was refiled as Case No.
05-1090-CZ. On February 6, 2007, Respondent sent Greg
Liepshultz, counsel for the plaintiff, an alleged summary of a
conference call held on February 5, 2007. Respondent’s
communication falsely claimed that counsel for neither party
had appeared on September 8, 2005, when the earlier case had
been dismissed for lack of progress.’ In fact, Donald Busta, an
associate of Mr. Liepshultz, had appeared and argued against
dismissal of the case.’

(e) The actions of Respondent bring into serious question her
fitness for judicial office. She has been vociferously espousing
incoherent positions to her colleagues and acting in a manner
that gives grave cause for concern these days.”

4, Respondent has engaged in a deliberate, willful pattern of spurious,

unwarranted allegations of racism or racial discrimination. The willfulness of

Respondent’s conduct is demonstrated by statements made to Respondent’s former

> Affidavits of Judge Collette and James Hughes are respectively appended as Attachments 6 and 7.,

® Respondent’s summary is appended as Attachment 8.

” The transcript of the September 8, 2005 hearing is appended as Attachment 9.

¥ See Ingham County Circuit Judge Joyce Draganchuk’s affidavit (Attachment 10) & Judge Laura Baird’s affidavit
(Attachment 11).



law clerk, Ann Marie Ward-Fuchs. Ms. Fuchs’® affidavit indicates that in the fall

of 2003 Respondent became upset over criticism of, among other things, her

limited working hours at the court. Respondent stated it was no one else’s business

and that she would not hesitate to use the “race card” if she had to.

Other examples of Respondent’s racially inappropriate conduct or

statements include, but are not limited to, the following:

(a)

(b)

(c)

At a March 15, 2004 meeting between Respondent, the Hon.
William Collette and Region Il Administrator James Hughes,
Respondent referred to Judge Collette as a “racist,” a “white
boy,” and a “liar.” Respondent also stated that Mr. Hughes was
a “racist” and described this as an instance of “two white boys”
ganging up on a black judge."

In January, 2006, Respondent publicly aired charges of racial
discrimination against the Hon. William Collette and also filed a
complaint with the Civil Rights Commission, which she
dismissed within a week. The Supreme Court appointed the
Hon. Marvin Robertson to investigate the charges. Following
submission of Judge Robertson’s report, the State Court
Administrative Office 1ssued a statement that it was satisfied the
charges were “unfounded.”

On January 26, 2007, Respondent called a press conference in
her courtroom with the media in attendance. During the press
conference, Respondent accused the Hon. William Collette of
treating her differently because she was black."

? Ms. Fuchs” affidavit is appended as Attachment 12.

i

The affidavit of Judge Collette is appended as Attachment 6 and Mr. Hughes’ affidavit as Attachment 7,

" A video of Respondent’s press conference accompanies this petition and is denominated as Attachment 13.
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(d) Respondent engaged in similar racially charged conduct while
serving on the 54A District Court."

6. Pursuant to MCR 9.219 (A)2), the Commission estimates it will
submit its recommendation to the Supreme Court no later than 119 days following
the submission of the master’s report.

7. The Respondent’s immediate suspension is necessary for the proper
administration of justice, to protect the integrity of the judiciary, and most
importantly, to protect the public.

8. As part of that need to protect, Respondent should be barred from her
chambers and the 30" circuit courthouse until further order of the court.
Respondent should only be allowed access to the courthouse during the pendency
of the interim suspension as would any other member of the public.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to MCR 9.219, the Michigan Judicial Tenure
Commission requests that this Honorable Court enter an order immediately
suspending Respondent from all her duties at the 30™ Circuit Court until final
adjudication of this formal complaint. The Commission further requests that the

Court ban Respondent from the 30" Circuit courthouse premises or facilities

** The affidavit of Larry Theisen, former Court Administrator at the 54A District Court, is appended as Attachment
14.



during pendency of this matter, other than having the same access to the

courthouse that any other member of the public would have.

Respectfully submutted,

MICHIGAN JUDICIAL
TENURE COMMISSION

/
By: WQ/ =
Paul J. Fischer (P 35454)
Executive Director and General Counsel

3034 W. Grand Blvd., Ste 8-450
Detroit, Michigan 48202
(313) 875-5110

Dated: May 16, 2007

HAFMLOCMPL e 81 penition for intenm sus.doc
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©DEC 12005 9:45aM .NH CIRCUTT COURT ApMiN .

NO. 637 P2

STATE OF MI1CH1 GAN

INTHE FAMIL.Y COURT DIVISION OF THE 178 CIRCUIT COURT
180 Ottaws Avenue NW
Grand Rapids, Michigan 495073
816-632-5480

BEVERLEY R. NICKERSON, CaseNo.os- 08135 o
Plaintiff,
v Hon.

DANIEL E. NICKERSON, JR.,

Defendant.

— /
Charles R. Dannison (P42381)
Counsel to the Plaintiff
. ] /

COMPLAINT FOR DIVORCE

"There is po other pending or resolved civil achon
arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged
in the complaint.

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, Beverley R Nickerson, by and through ber counselor at law,
and enters her Complaint for Divorce, saying:

1. Plaintff Beverley R. Nickerson and Defendant Daunicl E. Nickerson, Jr, were married
on August 16, 1986, and have resided together as husband and wife subsequent {o their marriage.

2. Both Plaintiff and Defendant have resided within the State of Michigan for more than
one bundred eighty days and Defendant has resided within the County of Kent for at Jeast ten
days immediately prior to the Alng of this Complaint.



CDEC 12005 9:4%AM L IH CIRCUIT COURT ADRIN NO 63D P 3

3. There has been a breakdown in the marital telationship 1o the extent that the objects of

matrimony have been destroyed, and there remains no 1easonable hkelihood that they can be
restored.

4. The Plamntff is not now pregnant, and neither party is 8 membey of the vniformed
services or otherwise subject to the Soldier and Sailor’s Rebef Act.

5. There were three chuldren born (o the parties during the marnage:

Amaris Renée Nickerson, born March 29,1995, now ape 10
Lance Leo Nickerson, born July 23, 1997, now age 8

Luke Alexander Nickerson, born July 23,1997, now ape §

The chaldren reside with each parent on a shared-time basis.

6. The parties bave acquired marial property during the mamage, and have accumul
mantal debt that requires equitable division by this Court,

ated
7. The marital home is listed for sale by agreement of the parties.

8. Both parents are fit and proper to continue to provide for the day to day care of the
minor children and custody is not at issue.

9. Both parents ate gainfully employed and able 1o provide suppont to their children
dunng their minority, and child support js not at issue.

WHERFFORE

A. Plamtiff requests this Honorable Court to enter such Tem
necessary 10 preserve (he housebold, provide care for the mi
of assets of the parties;

porary Orders as are
nor children, and prevent dissipation

B. Upon presentation of appropriate proofs of the matter complained of, gramnt a full and
comrplete divorce from the bonds of marriage;

C. Award joint legal custody of the minor children 1o the parties in furtherance of theiy

parental obligations, and award joint physical custody of the children 10 the parents, equally, for
their daily care and upbringing;

D. Provide for the appropriate distribution of the marital property, and assign any debl
and other obligations of the parties consistent with fajrmess and equity;,
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P Grant such and other relicf as re
State of Michigan.

August 12,2005
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@

quired by rules of equity, fairness and the Jaws of the

Vool {Z%ianél /Eiij;,am4lﬂwii

Beverley R Mckerson, Plamuff

Counsel to the Plantiff

CASCADE FAMILY 1AW, PC
4519 Cascade Road SE

Grand Rapids, M1 49546
616-942- 1000

Fax 616-942-1475



Original - Court Znd copy - Plainiit

Approved SCAD 1at copy - Dafendant ) 3rd copy - Ratumn
TETATE GF MICHIGAN T o CASE NO. o
JUDicial DISTRIC . -
17th JUBICIAL CHRCUR SUMMONS AND COMPLANT 05 - D 8 1 3 5 Y
COUNTY PROBATE . . )
Coorr address - o " Courriglephone 0.
County Courthouse 180 Ottawatave MW Grand Rapids . M1 49503 616)632-5480
[Plambtd namels), addrcssjes). and folephont nnfsy. r“Dcfﬂ';d;mt namafs), addmssfcﬁ) and telephons nofsy.
BEVERLY R, MNICKERSCHN ' v DANIEL E. NICRERSCN, Jr.
3843 Cornice Falls Drive - . 4320 Xalamazoo Averme S.E; -
Apartment §6 ‘ ' Grand Rapids M1 49508
Holt MI 48842 . 616)281-2504 '
L2171 230-53748 '

Plaistif! sitorney, bar no_, eddress, and laiephons no.

CHARLES R. DANNTISON, Esg.
4519 Cascade Road 5.F.
Swite 17

%%@3}& Ml 495468319 o __._

1 Youare being sued.
2 YOUHAVE 21DAYS after recemng {his summons to fife an answer with the couri and serve a copy onthe other pariy orto take
other {fawiful action {28 days il youwere served by mall or you were served outside his state),
3 W you do not answer of take other action withinthe time allowed, judgment may be entered against you for the relief demanded
in the complainl. .
llswed - -"\1 . ‘_!A o ?{}8 ‘1}159 EUIMINGn: Rapios ourt tark

HOY ) 4 20 MARY HOLLENE’AKE' }

“This summons is invsiid unfess servad on of belore its expiretion date.

[WQMIEQPLAINT} Instruction: Thetollowingis Inlarmation thatls required to be in the caption of svery compllinftandis to be completed

by the plaintlf, Actoal aliegations and the clain for relief must bastated on sdditionsl complsint pages snd attached to this fomm.
Family Division Cases
¥ Thereis no other pending of resolved action within the jurisdiction of the tamily division of direult count involving the farmily or tamity

membois of the parhes. ) _ ) A
) An action wilhin the}urisdicﬁion of the farmily division of the circuit court involving the family o Family memibiers of the parties

hasbeen prevtously filed in Courl.
The action [Jremains Ois no 10nge: pending. The dockel number and the judge assigned to the action are:

loock el no. Judge Bas po.

General Clvll Cases
[J1hereis no other pending of resolved civil action arising out ot the same transachion or occurrence as alleged in the complaint/

[JA civitaction betweenthese partigs or other parties afising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged in the complaint has

been previously filed in Courl
The adien [ Jremains {"}is no longer pending. The dockel pumber and the judge assighed tothe action are:
[Dackal no. Jidge Ber no.
. N . - : - M B ) OO
VENLIE 5 R
Phinbiits) residence (nchide cily, bownship, of village) Delendanl(s) residonce {include tity, wwmship, of village)
_Ingham County, Michigan Kent County, Michigan )
PIsco whets oclon ar6se of Business conduried ] b T
Ingham County, Michigan = ... . . / P /) N

%& hat the comp!alni information abovc and gttached is rye §{ EA kpowledge, and beliel.
Aﬁr/ - ' “ [vﬂ e T
[Dars e of aﬂumeffphlﬂﬂm

f you requite special accommodations to use the cour because of disabililies, contat the court immediately to make érmngemﬂnbi-

MCO1 msE) SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT  MCR 2/102(B)(11), MCR 2104 MCR 2105, MCR 2.107. MCR 2.113(0)(2){s). (b}, MCR 3. 206(4)




SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT
PROOF OF SERVICF l CaseNo. D5~ 7) I
TO PROCESS SERVER: You areto sefve the surmmens and complaint not la'fz'r thon B1 d + the date of 0
make and file your return with the court clerk. [f you are unable to com
to the court clerk

i ays fror the date of filing. Youmust
plete service you must return this onginal and all copies

EE}QTIHCA?E 1 AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE / NON&&&V}E{]

(J OFFICERCERNFIGATE - OR
| cedtify that 1 am a sherift, deputy sherfl, bsilift, appointed’

court officer, oratlomeytora party[MCR2.104{A){2}}, and
that {notary not required)

{3 AFFIDAVIT OF PROCESS SERVE

Being first duly sworn,_ I statethotiam a legally competent

adultwhois nota party of an officer of a co
) Cthat  (nolary required)

[Jtserved personally a copy of the summons and complaint,

rporateparty, and

[.) Fserved by registered or certifred mail {copy of tetura receipt aﬁachaﬁ) a copy of the summons and complaint,
togetherwith

List ol documents setved with the Svmmorn: and Compiaint

{ofendants name

Complets sddreas{es) ol service

________ - on the detendanl{s);

Doy, date, time

3
=
8 . . o
2L PO
o A
. . . ___Z~ . - . . N - PREEN o2 T )__:;L_,’:b"—-m
[J After diligent sesich and inquiry, | have been unable to find and serve the following defendant(s): j,:;;,"' o
g oo R
o . 2EE 2
o , T L
! have made the following efforts in atlempting to serve the defendant{s). : .
£11 have personally attemipted to serve the summons and complaint, io’gr:{hei with .
: ) Attac hmenk
— . nnm : Dn i s
Name : )
at : " SRR andhave bieen unableto complete service because
Addiess o
the addiess wasinconect atthe time of filing. .. . - ER T 7 C
Sarvice tee - Miles traveled _"P".r!ﬂ:agc fee | Yol fee " Signature T
3 3 b S
— e
Subscribed and sworn to before mé on L - oot~ ... County, Michigen.
Date
My commission expires: . Signalure: - AR
Date - Depuly court cleriUNotary publie :

- -[A(:KNOWf_EDGMEm OF SERVICE |
ihat | have fecelved sépvick pf e summans and ¢
i acknovﬂecif;ggntg}‘ﬁiﬁwz rg(fgggfeggib ﬁldn?rgg:x{r} nd comn

- ; C(‘mf‘.{\ w7 Fo D.oaval henod e
air, together with Aedy A s TR
e pg'jjk‘:? Honep e HaRachments 6o. 3 -3"'\';;-'7;)5‘”‘*:((3’“‘“7‘0 Entry O
e A i o WedwEsday Hutwsr 17 _2eoy @ 113
- % . Day, date, firne i
Z,d - fi,f,;, Z
Signatues '

' s engte AT
50 ) 'tﬂ\o:‘-tﬂ

onbehallel ___QELF

L0l

_____ owys
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

REFORE THE MICHIGAN JUDICIAL TENURE COMMISSION

SWORN STATEMENT OF

DANIEIL. NICKERSON, JR. Grievance No. 06-16260

THE SWORN STATEMENT OF DANIEL NICKERSON, JR.
Taken by Thomas L. Prowse, Staff Attorney with the Michigan
Judicial Tenure Commission, at Cadillac Place, 3034 West Grand
Boulevard, Suite 8-450, Detroit, Michigan, on Thursday,

March 15, 2007, commencing at or about 10:30 a.m.

APPEARANCES :

Examiner: BY: 'THOMAS L. PROWSE
CHARLES J. GHENT
Michigan Judicial Tenure Commission
Cadillac Place
31034 West Grand Blvd., Suite 8-450
Detroit, Michigan 48226
313.875.5110

COPY

REPORTER: Elsa J. Jorgensen, CER-6600

1

ELSA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600
248.435.8653
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N approximately?
5 I Si}{tleen years.
2 1o, and did you have any firm intention of where you were
A oventually going to end up at the time that you left the
i 5 marital home and moved to 4320 Kalamazoo Avenue in Grand
1
6 rapids?
7 1 A. 1 did not. 1 was in between. I was even considering
8 mov ing pack to Grand Rapids. As I indicated, it was a
9 marriage of 18 years, and, you know, it came to, from my
10 way of looking at it, a sort of abrupt end in May. And
% 11 1, you know, just waen't certain where I was going or
E 12 what 1 was going Lo do, in terms of, you know,
13 continuing to live.
14 | Q. you have indicated you have no recollection of the
15 apartment that‘you stayed in; is that correct?
16 | A. Not -- I have a recollection of the apartment, yes.
1710, The apartment number?
18 | A. Number, right.
19 1 Q. The apartment number?
20 § A Yes.
21 1 Q. At the time, when you were spending the two months
22 there, with whom were you residing?
23 | A It really wasn't WO months.
24 1 Q. I think you said May and June, roughly.
25 | A. Right. It was nowhere near two months. It was the end
12

FLSA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600
248.435.8653
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of May, beginning of June. It was a very relatively
short period, so it wasn't two months.

Thank you for clarifying that. With whom were you
staying, physically?

With my mom.

ghe was residing with you, Or you were residing with

her, more accurately?

1 was in and out of the apartment. More out than in.
vou know, I would get there late sometimes. She would
be asleep. 1 would leave in the morning on my way to

work, and she hadn't even gotten up, you know. So it
was not regiding in that sense. It was more just a
place to, you know, kind of lay my head while 1 was
deciding what I was going to do.

and I believe you indicated off the record previously
that the commute would be an hour or more than an hour
each way.

Yes. About an hour, hour and 15 minutes.

Wwould you be surprised --

I also had access to the home at 3687 RBeech Tree Lane.
1 had the keys, so 1 also had access there.

Wwould you be surprised if the records at the complex do
not reflect your mother as having a rental unit i1
effect at the time you're ralking about?

ves. Well, I would be surprised, but she was living

13

ELSA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600
248.435.8653
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likely, and it would have peen handled in Ingham County.
They would not have changed the venue.

Yeah.

There was nc discussion concerning that being a concern?
No, sir. You know, 1 didn't want to come in here,
because I knew you were going to start getting into
these personal matters. Aand, you know, you subpoenaed
me about where 1 was living, and that's what I came
prepared for. HNow vou're asking me a bunch of personal
questions about me and my wife's discussions, and, you
know, I just want to protest it on the record.

Thege matters are relevant to issues of concern to the

Commizsion. It's not a personal matter in that senge at
all. '
Not to you, but it is to me, sir. 1 mean, a marriage of

18 years, and you're talking now about discussions my
wife and I had, you know, and what sort of discussions
we had. To me, it's personal.

Tf you were only residing there, to use the term
nresiding, " in May or June of 2005 in Grand Rapids and
your wife files the Complaint for Divorce in August,
what reason would she have for thinking you reside
there?

You to have talk to her. 1 don't know.

MR. PROWSE: We can go off the record for a
23

FLSA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600
248.435.8653
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0. 1s your mothexr iprorrect when she says that she did not
return to 43720 Kalamazoco in Grand Rapids until October
of 2005 from your place, your marital home?

A. 1 don't Know.

0. The reason why I ask that is your mother's statement
pluslﬂﬂs fact that you have indicated that she had
returned from your home prioy to you spending an
interlude rhere in May and June of 2005.

AL The Cctober date was the date that you said. 1 told you
1 didn't know exactly when 1t was she returned. All I
can tell you ig she returned ceveral months before 1
stayed there with her. Okay? It would be impossible
for me to stay trhere, if she wasn't there till October.
1¢ 1 was there in May and June, it was -- how could I
stay there when she wasgftAthere?

0. and once again, after that brief interlude in May or
June of 2005, you returned to what you might describe as
rhe marital home, and you resided from that date to the
present time?

AL That's correct.

Q. and I belleve, pursuant to the Judgment of Divorce, the
home 1S 1isted for sale.

A That's correct.

Q. Did your then wife move out esgentially at the rime that
you moved back in?

26
e o1GA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600

248.435.8653
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STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) SS.
COUNTY OF OAKLAND )

CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

I, ELSA J. JORGENSEN, Certified Electronic
Reporter, a Notary Public, do hereby certify that 1
recorded in shorthand the sworn statement of
DANIEL NICKERSON, JR., and that prior to the taking of
caid sworn statement, the witness was first duly
affirmed, and that the foregoing 34 pages comprise a
complete, true, and accurate record to the best of my

ability of the testimony of said witness.

Zé’m }\%1—/&?5%5/4/’/

FLSA J° JBRCENSEN, CER-6600

Notary Public, Oakland County, Michigan
My Commission Explres: 12/13/2010

Dated: This 20th day of March, 2007

35

ELSA J. JORGENSEN, CER-6600
248.435.8653
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

17TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT (KENT COUNTY)

BEVERLY R. NICKERSON,

Plaintiff,

v Case No. 05-081315.-DM
DANIEL E. NICKERSON, JR.

Defendant.

_______ 7 @@ P

MOTION TO ENTER JUDGMENT

BEFORE THE HONORABLE STEVEN M. PESTKA, CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE

Grand Rapids, Michigan - Friday, June 16, 2006

APPEARANCES:

For the Plaintiff: MR. MICHAEL B. QUINN

303 Waters Building
161 Ottawa Avenue NW, Suite 303

Grand Rapids, Michigan 49503
{616) 776-05%64

(P-27876)

Recorded & Transcribed by: Ms. Belinda R. Poke, 1164

Gfficial Court Recorder
(616} 632-5215

huy 5 @ 00
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WITNESSES :

Beverly R.

EXHIBITS -

None

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Nickerson
Direct examination by Mr.

No cross-examination

cuinn

PAGE:
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Grand Rapids, Michigan

Friday, June 16, 2006 -- 11:33 a.m.

THE COURT: 1 have Nickerson. I think we can do
that one.

THE CLERK: Yes. This is number 15 on the list,

Nickerson versus Nickerson, case number 05-08135-DM.

THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
THE
(At
THE
THE
MR .
THE

MR .

Your Honor,

COURT:

CLERK:

COUR'T :

CLERK:

COURT :

CLERK:

11:33

COURT:

CLERK:

QUINN:

COURT :

QUINN:

Nickerson matter.

THE CCURT:

right hand?

I need a pen.

Did you give him the copies?
April, 1 need a pen.

what do you need?

A pen.

Aha .

.M., Mr. Quinn gives a pen to the Court)

All right. Here we qgo.

You got a pen.

I expect to get that back, too.
All right. Ha, ha.

Thank vyou.

we'd like to do some proofs in the

All right. Would you pleage raise your

Do you swear or affirm the testimony you are about

to give is the truth,

the whole truth, and nothing but the

truth, so help you God?
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THE PLAINTIFF: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: All right.
BEVERLY R. NICKERSON
Called as a witness at 11:34 a.m., testified as follows:

DIRECT EXAMINATION

BY MR. QUINN:

0

Beverly, you are the Plaintiff in this divorce action. You
filed a Divorce Complaint on August 12", 2005; at least you

appeared in your former attorney, Charles Dannison’s, office

and swore to the contents of the Complaint. Do you recall
that?

Yes.

And at the time you swore to the contents of that Complaint,
all of the allegations contained therein were true at that
time. Correct?

Correct.

Do they remain true today?

Yes,

I have to ask you this. You're not currently pregnant now?
No.

You’re asking the Court to enter the Judgment of Divorce that
we have provided to the Court today?

Yes.

THE COURT: All right. The Court has no guestions.

The Court finds that the proofs are sufficient. The Court
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finds that the cbjects of matrimony have been destroyed and
there’s no reasonable likelihood that the marriage can be
preserved.

and good luck to both parties.

THE WITNESS: Thank you very much, Your Honor.

MR. QUINN: Thank you, Judge.

THE WITNESS: Thank you.

THE COURT: And here’'s your pen back. I took mine;
it was in my hand when 1 was signing the papers. All right,
there you go.

{At 11:34 a.m., proceedings concluded)

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF KENT )

T certify that this transcript, comsisting of five
pages, is a complete, true, and correct transcript of the

proceedings and testimony taken in this case on June 16, 2006.

November 7, 2006

Belinda R. Poke, CER 1164

;80 Ottawa Avenue N.W.

Grand Rapids, Michigan 49503
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AFFIDAVIT

I, Genevieve A. Hamlin, have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this
affidavit and, if sworn as a witness, can competently testify to the following events:

I. I'was employed as Judge Nettles-Nickerson’s official court reporter from January 1, 2003,
unti] December 31, 2005.

2. On December 5, 2005, 1 was told by Judge Nettles-Nickerson that 1 had to respond to a
memorandum that Judge Collette sent her on December 1, 2005, regarding the reporters’ union
contract and specified break times. | was told by Judge Nettles-Nickerson that | was to inform
Judge Collette that T was getting all ol my required breaks, including the hour lunch break, and
that | was in agreement with the trial schedule, even though that was not true, and that there
were no problems in our office.  |sent a memo to Judge Collette that same day outlining what
my true courtroom schedule was and the scheduled breaks | was actually receiving .

3. On December 7, 2005, | had an emal from Judge Nettles-Nickerson’s judicial assistant
informing me that, per Judge Nettles-Nickerson's request, she had read my response to Judge
Collette’s memorandum to Judge Nettles-Nickerson over the phone at 4:05 p.m. on December 5™
and that Judge Nettles-Nickerson wanted me to write another memo to Judge Colletie to clanty
certam things, including that 1 had never mentioned my son’s medical condition to her, when, in
fact, [ had; nor that [ asked her for time to check on him, when, in fact, 1 had; and, lastly, that
she never dented time off, which was, in fact, true.

4. After reading that email, | wrote Judge Collette a second memorandum as required by Judge
Nettles-Nickerson and I also responded to an email that Judge Nettles-Nickerson sent directly to
Judge Collette on December 6, 2005, whach | was copied on, in which she said several false
things, including my agreement on the trial schedule and having no lunch break until after the
trial and all other proceedings scheduled for that day were completed, which is completely
untrue; the taking of an hour and hall lunch break in a prior time period, which was false;
comments about a medical condition, which 1s non-existent, and my informing her of said
medical condition, which is false; and several other comments by Judge Nickerson that were
given completely out of context and, without further explanation, could be misinterpreted.

5. On December 8, 2005, after Judge Netties-Nickerson reviewed my second response to Judge
Collette’s memo, Judge Nettles-Nickerson called me into her office and, after discussing the
December 7" memeo and her dissatisfaction in my responses, told me that she believed it would
be better if | worked for another judge and that she had requested a copy of the reporters’ union
contract so that she would be able to find out how to make that happen. | agreed with her and
told her | had already inquired of that procedure in the past.



6. After leaving Judge Nettles-Nickerson’s chambers, 1 put my formal request for a transfer in
wnting to Judge Collette.

21303 oA Pl

Date Genevieve A. Hamlin, CSR-3218
Subscribed and sworn to bcf(Yt: me on ‘\9 | :?3 O —I —— lng}ham County, Michigan.
My commission expires: LA 3\ Y _Signature /JL) s (\J e

Notary Publie, State of Michigan, County of A

AN
" d

JOOY A LARSEN
NOTARY PUBLIC, STATE OF b
COUNTY OF CLINTOR
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES oy 15,2082
ACTING M COUNTY OF NGHAM
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STATE OF MICHIGAN)
) SS
COUNTY OF INGHAM)

|, William E. Collette, 30™ Circuit Court Chief Judge, am competent to
testify to the following facts:

1. | am the Chief Judge of the 30" Circuit Court and have served in
that capacity at all times referred to in this Affidavit.

2. On March 15, 2004, at approximately 3:50 p.m., | attended a
meeting in the office of Mr. James Hughes, Regional Administrator for Region 2
of the Office of the State Court Administrator.

3. Present at the meeting was Mr. Hughes, Judge Beverley Netiles-
Nickerson, and me.

4. Judge Nettles-Nickerson had requested the meeting with Mr.
Hughes and me in response to a memorandurn delivered 1o her office by me on
about March 9, 2004. 1 attach a copy of that memo to this Affidavit as Exhibit “A.”

5. The memorandum was drafted and delivered after a failed attempt
on my part to discuss my concerns with her personally. Prior to March 9, 2004, |
waited for an hour for her to arrive at court for a scheduled meeting. She did not
arrive, and | left.

6. Shortly after March 9, 2004, I had a conversation with Judge
Nettles-Nickerson about my memorandum. During that discussion, she alluded
to the fact that she was African American and that my efforts to get her to
improve her attendance were racially motivated. She asked who had complained

about her, and | refused to tell her.



7. It was after this that | was summoned to Mr. Hughes' office to
discuss the memorandum.

8. During the course of the meeting, Judge Nettles-Nickerson called
me a liar several times. She also called me a racist several times. She also
called me a white boy and a liar.

9. As the meeting went on, she became more and more upset. She
altacked Mr. Hughes as a racist as well. She indicated that two white boys were
ganging up on her.

10.  During these heated discussions, she demanded to know which of
her staff were ratting on her. She also demanded the names of the attorneys
that had complained to me about her conduct. | refused to answer any of these
questions.

11. She also made other wild threats against both Mr. Hughes and me.
She indicated that she was going to sue me. She also indicated that she would
give my memo to the State Journal for publication and that she would file a
complaint against me with the Judicial Tenure Commission.

12, Late in the meeting, she again called me a liar. When | mentioned
my attempt to meet with her at her office, she said it never happened.

13.  Later, as I left Mr. Hughes’s office area, she asked me if | wanted to
go somewhere to have a glass of wine.

14.  l'was informed on March 16, 2004, that Judge Nettles-Nickerson
had fired her law clerk that momning. She had asked several times on March 15,

2004, if the law clerk was the person ratting on her.



15. | have been informed that on January 26, 2007, Judge Beverley
Nettles-Nickerson held a news conference in her courtroom during the afternocon.
16. | have been informed that she invited several members of the

media, and they were in attendance at this press conference.

17. | have been informed that she represented that | had filed a
complaint against her with the Judicial Tenure Commission. This statement was
false as | have not filed any complaint against her with the Judicial Tenure
Commission.

18. | have been informed that she stated that | had ordered her to fire
her court reporter, Dodie Dungey. This statement was false. | never ordered
Judge Nettles-Nickerson to take any employment action against Ms. Dungey.

19.  Infact, on the morning of January 26, 2007, | had the court
administrator, David Easterday, notify Judge Nettles-Nickerson by email that she

could not take any adverse employment actions against Ms. Dungey.

20. | advised her that Ms. Dungey would continue as her full-time court
reporter.
21.  1was also informed that | was accused of threatening to have Ms.

Dungey put in jail for failure to file her transcripts with the Court of Appeals on
time. This is untrue since | have never threatened any employee of this Court
with jail. Further, I have no jurisdiction over the Michigan Court of Appeals, and

the filing of transcripts with that Honorable Court is within its control.



Further Affiant Saith Not.

IRIY,;

William E. Coliette

ot kil

Carole Bush Ich,'Notary Public

A /07,
Subscribed and sworn to before me on-d ~2007.

Eaton, acting in Ingham County, Mi
My Commission Expires: November 1, 2012
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Memo to Judge Beverly Nettles-Nickerson PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL
RE: concerns with attendance and other issues

it has become increasingly apparent that your attendance at court has not been as good as could
be expected. 1 bad hoped that given sufficient time that you might better appreciate the need for
a cireurt judge to be in attendance on a regular basis.

However, it has become a rare event when | see your vehicle 1n the parking area when I come
down to the VMC for meetings or to work. On those occasions when 1 come to your end of the
hall you are not there, In addition, [ have been advised that you do not come in other than on
Wednesday when there is not a specific trial thatis going. 1 do not understand how you can get
the volume of work done that 12 needed without baing here.

it is not my practice to comment on the work habits of other judges, but the simple fact is that
numerous complaints from others on the bench as well as staff and various attorney commenits to
me leads me to write this memo.

1 have also fielded a number of complaints from the bar in particular as to the manner in which
you are conducting settlement proceedings and other activities designed to effectuate the
settlement of cases.  Some of the allegations may well cause the possibility of grievances being
filed aganst you by members of the bar.  Also, at least one prominent attorney is contermplating
asking that you be disqualified from hearing any of his cases..

Pursuant to the chief judge rule I am required to insure that the work of the court is bemng done
effectively.

‘This memo 15 intended as a wake up call that will cause you to reflect on the need to be here and

give guidance to your staff and to do the job you were elected to by the public.

Therefore, 1 would hope that you would take it upon your self to begin coming to court and
working a normal day. | would respectfully suggest as well that you review your procedures to
avoid sireations that might be problematic.

Mr. Hughes of the State Court Admmistrators office and myself are available to discuss this
matter with you at your convenience if you wish.

sincerely,

W. E. Collette chief judge

EXHIBIT "a"



Further Affiant Saith Not.

William E. Colletle

Dt Brfged e

Carole Bush Welch, Notary Public

Subscribed and sworn to before me on February 7, 2007.
Eaton, acling in Ingham County, Ml
My Commission Expires: November 1, 2012
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
AFFIDAVIT OF JAMES P. HUGHES

James P. Hughes, being duly swom, states as follows:

I. Ipresently serve as the Region 1T Administrator for the Michigan Supreme Court/State
Court Admimstrative Office. My business address is Michigan Hall of Justice, 925 West
Ottawa, Lansing, Michigan 48913,

2. On March 15, 2004, I met with 30" Circuit Chief Judge William E. Collette and 30"
Circust Judge Beverley Nettles-Nickerson m my office at the Michigan Hall of Justice.

3. The purpose of the meeting was to confidentially discuss numerous complaints
Chief Judge Collette had received from local practicing attorneys about Judge Nettles-Nickerson
regarding her attendance and courtroom practices.

4. Judge Netties-Nickerson reacted by saying that Chief Judge Colletie was
diseriminating against her as a black, female judge. She stated she had gotten the most votes of
anyone 1o the last election. She indicated she was disappointed 1n me because she thought |
would understand the particular problems faced by a black, fernale judge because she had talked
to a judge 1 had worked for previously (Judge Ramona M. Roberts).

5. She called Chief Judge Collette a white boy and a liar. She said this was two
white boys ganging up on a black judge. She threatened to file a lawsuit and go to the Lansing
State Journal with these allegations against Chief Judge Collette and me. She wanted the names
of attorneys, staff, and/or judges who had complained about her.

6. She did not acknowledge any problems with her courtroom operation. She stated
that she would not change anything about her courtroom operations because of this meeting.

7. On January 26, 2007, I was present at a news conference in the courtroom of
Judge Beverley Nettles-Nickerson to which several members of the media had been invited and
were 1n attendance.

8. During the press conference, Judge Nettles-Nickerson made the statement that 1
supported the termination of Court Reporter Dorothy Dungey from employment at 30™ Circuit
Court.

9 I do not and have never supported the termination of Court Reporter Dorothy
Dungey from employment at 30" Circuit Court.

10. During this press conference, Judge Nettles-Nickerson stated that I had filed a
complaint against her with the Michigan Judicial Tenure Commission.

1. I have not filed any complaint against Judge Nettles-Nickerson with the Michigan
Judicial Tenure Commission.



12. I'have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this affidavit and, if sworn as
a witness, can competently testify to such facts.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

s P. Hugh
L/J/gnes ughes

Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public
i and for the State and County, this 7th day
of February, 2007.

£y
Notary Public
f;-'\l\!\/u\.—«\ County, Michigan
My Commission Expires: %~ v - oo

MARY LU HICKNER
NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF MICHIGAN
COUNTY OF INGHAM

My Commission l—x iges Sept 4, 2010
Acting in the Counte \,&M ‘%\ywa--
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Honorabie Bevericy Nettlsa-Nickerson
Clreuit Judge

To:

Re:

v STATE OF MICHIGAN 9

Vetersns Memorial Courthoese
Courtroom 7

THIRTIETH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Febmary 6, 2007
Greg M. Liepshutz

Jones v City of Lansing, Docket 05-1090-C7
Motion to Withdraw/ Stanus Conference

Dear Mr, Liepsihntz:

Pursuant to our conference call MCR 2.402(A), Monday, February 5, 2007, with
attomney David Otis and my law clerk, this Court advised the parties of the
following;

-~

Plaintiff’s Motion to Withdraw / Status Conference may be set on Wednesday,
February 14, 2007 or February 28, 2007 a1 1:30 p-ma., or any day and time
convenient to Plaintiff counsel’s clients and the parties.

Ths Court is aware that Plaintiffs now reside in Arizona and their presence at
the hearing may create a bardship. Thus they are fot ordered 10 appear but
should be advised by you of altermative dates available to minimize any
hardship or inconveniences to all parties.

Attomey Liepshutz should advise this Court immediately after he consults
with lus clients regarding the date and time selected for the Motion and Status
Conference. ,

Plaintiff’s clients and Defendant attorneys” are advised to be presont at the
Motior/ Status Conference in order to aceurately reflect and advise this Court
the status of this case.’ ‘

There have been nurnerous stipulated motions to adjoury all dates by Plaintiff
and Defendants” attorneys without compliance with MCR 2.503, specifically
section (2)(C) , stating whether otber adjournments have beenr granted and, if
so, the number granted, ;

As the parties are aware on Septernber 8, 2005 this Court dismissed 04-1322-
CZ Jones v City of Lansing for Lack of Progress. Neither Plaintiff nor \
Defondant counsel appeared on the record to save the case, nor did the parties
submit an affidavit to save or motion this court for reinstatement pursuant to
Court Rule.

Pursuant to MCR 2.503(B)(3) the caption for an adjournment must specify
whether it i3 the first or later uest.

3113 W, Kaiatrmo 8. P.O. Box -« Phona:(517)483.-6526 Fax:(5170483-5534 B-Mall:brenties-nickerson@inghsin org



In additon, sven if the motion to adjourn is stipulated, in writing or on the

rocord, it must be based on good cause and state which party is requesting the -

adjournment MCR 2.503(B){(2)(a).

Arttormney Liepshutz indicated that be does not have an Arizona address for hig
client, Herman Jones and Mr. Jones requested that all correspondence should
ba sent to his local address, as it will be forwarded.

MCR 2.117(C)(2) provides that Plaintiff’s Motion to Withdraw may be

granted by this Court only with s stipulation or after a heanng on 8 Motion to
Withdra o clicnt.

On Tuesday, February 6, 2007, after review of Plaintiff's letter to hig client
the alternate dates to accommodate his chents were NOT included in the
correspondence to Mr. Jones. This Court requests that Attorney Liepshutz
advise his clients that a date and time is flexible in order for all parties to be
present.

Per MCR 2.401 This Court advised both attornays’ of the Status Conference
set on the agreed upon Motion to Withdraw date and time. The purpose is to
consider any matters that will facilitate the fair and expeditious disposition of
the action per MCR 2.400 (C)(a).

Pleasc feel free to contact my office and speak with my Law Clerk or Judicial
Assistant if you have any questions and or concerns. (517)483-6526.

Tg:;f W’@w&\.

Honorable Beverley Nettles-Nickerson

Cc:

Attorney David Otis

- W w
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1 S5TATE OF MICHIGAN

2 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF INGHAM

HERMAN JONES,

Plaintiff,
-VE - : File No.
7 : 04-1322-C7
CITY OF LANSING, :

Defendant .

10

11

12 NO PROGRESS HEARING

13 BEFORE THE HONORABLE BEVERLEY NETTLES-NICKERSON
14 Lansing, Michigan - September 8, 2005

15

16 APPEARANCES :

17
For the Plaintiff: DONALD W. BUSTA, JR. (P67544)

18 3031 8. Washington Avenue

Lansing, Mi 48910

19

20

21

22

23

24

Reported by: Genevieve A. Hamlin, C8R-3218

25 ’

307TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT

1

313 West Kalamazoo Street, Lansing, MI 48933 o
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WITNESS :

~None -

EBXHIBITS:

~None -

I NDEZX

30TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT

PAGE

313 West Kalamazoo Street, Lansing, M1 48933

2
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Lansing, Michigan

September 8, 2005

9:35 a.m.
RECORD

MR. KiM: First case set on the no progress
call, Jones versus City of Lansing, docket number
04-1322-C2.

TBE COURT: Thank you. Will the attorney
identify himself for the record?

MR. BUSTA: Donald W. Busta, Jr., for the
Plaintiff, Herman Jones.

THE COURT: 1Is the city present?

MR. BUSTA: ©No, they don't appeaxr to be,
Your Honor .

THE COURT: Okay. You may proceed.

MR. BUSTA: As I understand, August 11 we
received a notice of a no progress call. Based on
the record, on March 26th, 2005, we had an
unsuccessful facilitation hearing. There was a gap
of four and a half months between any action. After
August 11 of this year when we received the no
progress call, notice of depositions were sent out
August 12, 2005, to four parties. Subsequently, on

September 6 a request for documents were sent to the
City of Lansing.

30TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
313 West Kalamazoo Street, Lansing, MI 48333

3
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vour Honor, 1 can't explain for that four and a
half month gap between the facilitation hearing and
the depositions. However, jt's my contention that
progress 1is peing made and the case should not be
dismissed.

THE COURT: Counselor, 1 think on this one
you're going to have to atart all over. There's toO
wuch other delay, no follow through on -- really no
explanation as to what happened after facilitated
mediation and why the case did not proceed. 1 notice
that the Defendants have entered a motion to severe
that was stamped September 1st, sO it just came in,
put still way outside of the 91 day requirement for
the MCR 2.505 lack of progress.

MRl BUSTA: Your Honor?

THE COURT: Pardon me?

MR. BUSTA: Go ahead.

THE COURT: I'm dismissing the case.

MR. BUSTA: Okay.

THE COURT: Case dismissed for lack of
progress. That's 211 on the record. Thank you.

(Whereupon hearing concluded at 9:36 a.m.)

* * *

30TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
313 West Kalamazoo Street, Lansing, MI 48833
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;

1, GENEVIEVE A. HAMLIN, Certified Shorthand

reporter and Notary public in and for the County of

“Raton, (Acting in Ingham county) State of Michigan,

do hereby certify that the foregoing was taken before
me at the time and place hereinbefore set forth.

T FURTHER CERTIFY THAT gsaid witnesgs was
duly sworn in sald cause; that the testimony then
given was reported by me stenographically;
subgequently with computer-aided transcription,
produced under my direction and supervision; and that
the foregoing is a true and correct transcript of my

original shorthand notes.

T

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I- have hereunto set my

hand and seal this 21st day of February, 2007.

W/r&% AP/

Genevieve A. Hamlin
RPR-CM/CSR-3218 and Notary Public,
county of Eaton, State of
Michigan.

My Commission Expires: 10-8-2011

30TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT
313 West Kalamazoo Street, Lansing, MI 48333
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AFFIDAVIT
STATE OF MICHIGAN )
) s5.
COUNTY OF INGHAM )

JOYCE DRAGANCHUK, being first duly sworn, deposes and states as

foilows:

1. 1 am an adult and otherwise competent to testify to the facts stated
below. If called as a witness, | can testify to the following facts from my own
personal knowledge.

2. 1 was elected judge of the 30™ Circuit Court in November, 2004 and
have served in that capacity since January 1, 2005. Prior thereto, | was an
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney and the Chief Assistant Prosecuting Attorney in
Ingham County for a total of 17 years.

3. On May 3, 2007 at approximately 9:15 a.m., Judge Beverley Nettles-
Nickerson stopped me in the hallway and asked if she could speak with me for a
few minutes. | said yes and she followed me into my office and shut the door
behind her.

4. She began by talking about CNN and other national media covering the
matter involving her federal lawsuit and the pending Judicial Tenure Commission
investigation. She mentioned Don Imus in a manner that was unclear to me, but
I believe she was comparing her situation to his. She indicated that free speech
is free speech regardless of race or gender.

5. She next told me that when CNN asks her whether her colleagues

support her, she did not want to be in a position of having to say that her



colleagues had never read the Request for Investigation. That is why, she
explained, she was having a copy of it delivered to my chambers.

6. She told me that the JTC allegations against her were false and
harassing and that she wanted to tell me about some of the allegations in order
to illustrate her point.

7. First, she said that she left her twins unattended at the Lansing Country
Club for three hours. She went on to say "So I'm a bad mommy. What does that
say about me as a judge?”

8. Second, she said that she filed for divorce in the wrong jurisdiction.
She explained this by saying "It was not contested and no one ever complained.”
She also questioned why no atlorney grievance action was ever brought against
her ex-husband and then she said "but he didn't lie.” | did not understand the
meaning of this last statement and [ did not ask for explanation.

9. Third, she described a complaint made by the Ingham County
Prosecutor’s Office concerning a case called in for trial on a day that she did not
show up. She said that the case had to be re-set for another date and she was
trying to give me the date, but kept correcting herself. First, she said it was June
15, 2005. She then corrected herself and said July 15, 2005. She then
repeatedly yelled "July 15, 2005.” She went on to say that when it turned out that
the date was a Saturday, the JTC quietly dropped that allegation.

10. She said that the only reason she dropped her civil rights complaint
against Chief Judge William Collette was because her colleagues urged her to do

s0. At that point, | reminded her that | did not urge her to do anything. She said



that was because | wasn't here yet. | corrected her and said that | was a judge at
the time. She said "No, you weren't here.” | told her that | have been a judge
since January 1, 2005 and that | was indeed here when the civil rights complaint
was filed and | had refused to take part in "urging her” to drop the complaint.

11. She was quite upset in talking about the divorce case and the fact that
an investigator from JTC and a courl reporter and apparently some other people
she described but | cannot recall went to her ex-mother-in-law's nursing home to
talk with her. She said that her ex-mother-in-law has one lung and she was
upset that investigators would have gone to see her like they did. While
describing this, she had to stop a couple of times to keep from breaking down.
She was clearly emotionally upset.

12. Atthe end of our conversation, she stood up to leave. She was quite
angry and emotional. She said that if this could happen to her as the number
one vole getter in every election, as a community service volunteer and as ex-
President of the Ingham County Bar Association, then it could happen to me.
She was pointing her finger at me and yelling when she said this.

13.  Throughout her comments to me, she was angry and emotional.
Much of what she said was disjointed and did not make sense.

14. After she left, | reflected on the things she said and her demeanor. |
also read her answer of April 11, 2007 and the Complaint filed in Federal Court. |
also reflected on my experiences with her from the time she first became a
District Court judge and | was an assistant prosecutor. In my opinion, her

comments and behavior reflect that of a person who truly feels persecuted, who



has a disconnect between what is real and what is perceived, and who has a
great deal of anger.

15. | have apprehension about being in the workplace with Judge
Beverley Nettles-Nickerson. At no time did she even intimate that she was
capable of violence, but | see characteristics in her that | have described above
that have in some circumstances resulted in violence. | also fear being
confronted by her again because in my opinion her behavior is erratic and
unpredictable. | do not want to be in another situation where | am forced to talk
to her because | have many times seen first hand how she will take one thing
that a person says and totally distort it into something else and then publish it to

the community.

U /T f)’Cf WM@W‘% if»&

Joyce Draganchuk ’

Subscrzb and swofn to betore

Me this M 2007
7%1/
NO{WPUBFIC Ingham County{ Mic ;gan
“ y commission expires: g a/
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AFFIDAVIT OF THE HONORABLE LAURA BAIRD

STATE OF MICHIGAN }
} SS:
COUNTY OF INGHAM }

The Honorable Laura Baird, being first duly sworn, deposes and
says:

1. Tam the Honorable Laura Baird, Chief Judge Pro Tem for the
30" Judicial Court in the County of Ingham.

2. If sworn as a witness, I can competently testify to the matters
set forth in this affidavit.

3. On May 3, 2007, upon arriving at work I was informed by my
staff that Judge Beverley Nettles-Nickerson wanted to speak to
me and that Judge Joyce Draganchuk also first wished to
speak to me, as she had already spoken to Judge Nettles-
Nickerson that morning.

4. Judge Draganchuk told me that Judge Nettles-Nickerson
wanted to be able to tell CNN | had read her complaint against
the Judicial Tenure Commission so that when CNN called
during their investigation | could say that I supported her and
wanted Judge William Collette removed as chief judge.

5. T'have never had a conversation with Judge Nettles-Nickerson
that would have indicated to her that I supported her nor that |
would join in her efforts to have Judge Collette removed as
chief judge. 1did not get a call from CNN nor do [ believe
CNN is investigating this matter.



6. Thereafter, throughout the morning Judge Nettles-Nickerson
made several more appearances at my office. 1 avoided her so
I did not have to speak to her. She reportedly became
frustrated and left a message that she would tell CNN that |
said | was unavailable and that if | wanted to speak to her to
call her before she left to see Oprah.

7. Although Judge Nettles-Nickerson has always been gracious
and polite toward me, | fear that she in increasingly delusional
in her perceptions and acting out in anger and with suspicion
toward anyone who does not share her perceptions.

8. 1believe Judge Nettles-Nickerson knows that the Judicial
Tenure Commission will meet on Monday, May 14, 2007. |
am concerned both for her welfare and that she is behaving in
an increasingly irrational and desperate manner. | anticipate
that her behavior will become more distraught and unstable as
pressure on her increases. | fear that her behavior has become
unpredictable and that she may become destructive to court
personnel or property or that she may impair the operation of
the court to conduct the public’s business in a safe and orderly
fashion.

Further, affiant saith not.
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The Honorable PR




On the 11" day of May, 2007, before me, a notary public in
and for said county appeared the above-named, The Honorable
Laura Baird, that she has read the foregoing affidavit and that the
same is frue to the best of her knowledge, except as to those matters
therein stated to be upon information and belief, and, as to those
matters, she believes the same to be true.
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ATTACHMENT 12



AFFIDAVIT OF ANN MARIE WARD-FUCHS
ANN MARIE WARD-FUCHS says:
1. The facts stated in this affidavit are based on my personal knowledge, and, if

sworn as a witness, | can testify competently to them.

i

From January 1, 2003, to March 16, 2004, I worked as Judge Beverley Netiles-

Nickerson’s Law Clerk.

3. On more than one occasion, Judge Nettles-Nickerson discussed with me her
concerns about what she considered as rumors being spread about her. The
subject matter of these rumors as related to my by the Judge were her work
performance and work ethics.

4. On one specific occasion, 1 was sitting in Judge Nettles-Nickerson’s office
discussing the aforementioned concerns and she commented that she felt it was
none of anyone’s business when she was, or was not, in the office as long as she
was getting her work done.

5. During this same conversation, Judge Nettles-Nickerson pointed to a picture that
was hanging on her wall depicting an African American child walking between
two uniformed policemen. Judge Nettles-Nickerson commented that she felt just
like the child in the picture. She then looked at me and said that she would not
personally hesitate to play the race card if ever need be.

6. On March 16, 2004, Judge Nettles-Nickerson terminated my employment,

T
2 VL -Lea] ‘mwaJﬁ:zﬁ:«‘g;u{, ?’,L,_,.;_.;
Date Ann Marie Ward-Kughs

Subscribed and sworn to before me on this J%’M day of February 2007.

QMAQ R REWLW JULIE R, HEMSIHG

{?‘ie R. Remsing, Notary Public U NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE OF MICHIGAN
Iigharn County, Michigan . COUNTY O Al
My commission expires March 22, 2011 My Commission Fapiree Saar 22 207
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ATTACHMENT 14



STATE OF MICHIGAN %
AFFIDAVIT OF LARRY THEISEN

Larry Theisen, being duly sworn, states as follows:

1. I served as Assistant Court Admunistrator at the 54 A District Court
between 1986-1989. 1 then served as Court Administrator between 1989 and 1998,
when 1 left the court.

2. While serving as Court Administrator at the 54A District Court, the
Hon. Beverley Nettles-Nickerson, then a member of the court, made the following
cominents to me or I my presence:

a.

Judge Nettles-Nickerson’s office space was being enlarged and
improved by City of Lansing maintenance workers. The judge
became dissatisfied with the pace of the work and called the
person on the project in and stated she hoped the reason her
office was not being fimished more quickly was because she
was black;

The 54A District Court had a vacant position as probation
officer which needed filling. The court followed the
established procedure for posting the position and the conduct
of interviews. Judge Nettles-Nickerson favored the filling of
the position by hiring a minority candidate who lacked the
qualifications of other candidates. The candidate favored by
Judge Nettles-Nickerson was not chosen. The Judge told me
that I would not hire a person whom she favored because that
person was black. To my knowledge, the position was filled
based on the qualifications and merit of the candidates; and

Judge Nettles-Nickerson accused me of assigning either more
cases or weekend arraignments to her than other judges at the
54A District Court because she was black. The judge was
aware that the court assigned cases by blind draw and
weekends by a rotation schedule and that [, as court
administrator, did not make these assignments.



3. | have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this affidavit and, 1f
sworn as a witness, can competently testify to such facts.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.
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- Larry THeisen
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Subscribed and sworn to before me, a Notary Public
In and for the State and County, this /.7 day of
February, 2007.
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County, Michigan
My Commission Expires:
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